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hbimh-i Trfhranr 0 ! 

3lftHi44l 

27ftTdR3, 2002 

A. AwtA/65/2002-AtSTM.—WITH WT SlfhfAlR At 9771 111% 3T#T RHcl TR42R URT HfA fA^?T 
313RHH nAt tot. t^HtH 3mRw>i 944410 w sit^ir^RK wrwtumwfftran: rriA% 

fi'jwH AifA^rH fARRis sat Ar ttq; AA*A wA At ^ Ti/mr 11 

¥M1 A9MM<fi/65/2002-At{4AA 

A ihiARth fAAAs ,.. shAta 

WR 

wr (ROmA-il) ... 3Hi*fF 

3n^Yf 

(RldM/, 2002 % 20A f^T Rlfel fam 7 P1T) 

• A7 hihcii 'Jiqictciici 97R *iiw UKT 'Il'ti'Jifl OOilfWt 3T9lfl % A Ffl'^wll'T sWfiff"H5 ^FAtticR 1cTlA?5 ski 

^ A A^fticr 11 

2.1. WW, ‘^AAH^HAAfAA^3nfaWTAt P44IH4. WT^PHHfelRgdTlTAAts^TTRAt'snT^A:— 

(i) T3H WI/fAA 4ftHd ATOH'^WH'-'RAmRI 

(ii) HtH y<Fl<wi T 7Yrr y<ii=MiAt At yfciPifV Aw? A rht 1 ’ tt Ri^k i 

(iii) 3TTft AA A ^lAr^ 433411 

2.2 m 3cAiaA4 t fA^T3r(fh4^% wF fafdOO A*4q?K Af dd^lftAA^^A^^TtitfAt VflAkA Al HfJHI 

At A fctA Rc'tH-RiHid yfstim T3 Ah ^ % 3 i^-kk q-ii^ Ht |i I 

3. ST^iAh 7TRA % 7F9 A sAlsfiO fA^IT •*i*ti m AA RiARa fAlR-fAAf AAA ^>T 3PJRHI AA 3Plcft 

At 1 

4, HiH<rl TT 3 hF n h fAy,'4l*t A Mkci HIM (Ad RTTcR) A 3AfAR otAf 9 2002 Ath A. 

A3TR- 14019 / 36/2001 -AAtsir? rtfRirriA t withrtr3#tRrrA him m %mAr‘Afe fA?t ’HlARpiTtfA AAr 
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3 gm pchti ^iki 3tM^%^w?i% 

3t#t #4f^n4nrof^r f^m^^t-yif^Rr^t i wf^T^wf*ra^T%^TTPfr% nkt m 

% 3ti?pt ^Jin ’ tt f^r??r "anf) ^mi ttiFhpt % ^trf?jTOTR^f^i^f^^4^%^iT , >T[MiT ; T’5l%?iq^t^i^KFTT, 
■3W Htfrf f=T^T % W £ ^ ^pn?7T ^T fPff I 

5. nrtiii %%sr^eR, 

TT^fantl 

6. ertPfW W4f 3, w UlftPfOT STWTP^T T TT 3#^ f^TT 3 3^R«f 1 1 T ftu i UK j jlfr q , TtTOrfT 
^nnftpsFR 3 ?hr ^f, fir^TR %r Pi^iirttiK, f^u jnfii $■ i 

TJ?CT. w*pt, 3r«w 
[ftw III/rV/143/2002/3TOT. ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 27th September, 2002 

No. TAMI765/2G02-.JNPT.—hi Compliance ufauiicciioii issued by ihe Government orindia under Section 111 of 
the Major Port Trusts Act, the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby closes the case relating to the representation made 
by M/s. Hindustan Organic Chemicals Limited against the way leave charges claimed by the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust as 
in the Order appended herfcto;. 

SCHEDULE 

t Case No. TAMP/65/2002-JNPT 

M/s. Hindustan Organic Chemicals Limited .... Applicant 

, Vs. 

The Jawaharlal Nehru Pori Trust ... Respondent 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 20th day of September, 2002) 

This case relates to a representation made by M/s. Hindustan Organic Chemicals Limited against the way leave 
charges claimed by the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust, 

2.1. So far, the regulatory intervention of this Authority ‘to frame Scale of Rates’ has been taken to encompass the 
following routes: 

(i) Consideration of a ‘proposal’ received from a Port Trust/ Private Terminal. 

(ii) Consideration of a ‘representation’ received from a port user or a representative body of port users. 

(iii) Initiation of action suo motu. 

2.2. It is noteworthy that the Transaction of Business Regulations of this Authority have also been framed 
accordingly with an emphasis on a consultative process to promote participation in the proceedings of the greatest number 
of interested parties. 

3. The representation in reference was registered as a tariff case and processed further following the consultative 
procedure prescribed. 

4. Before this case could be taken up for final consideration, the Government of India (in the Ministry of Shipping) 
vide its communication No.PR-14019/36/2001 -PG dated 9 September 2002 has issued a ‘policy direction’ to this Authority 
under Section 111 of the MPT Act to refrain in future from entertaining representations made by individual parties, as this 
Authority has no power of adjudication in individual cases under the provisions of the MPT Act. This direction has been 
issued despite this Authority’s argument that the scope of Section 111 ibid covers issue of directions on ‘question of 
policy’ and any dispute about jurisdiction can only be seen to be a legal issue having no scope for resolution through a 
policy direction. 

5. In terms ofthe provisions ofSection 111 of the MPT Act, this Authority is bound by the directions on questions 
of policy given by the Central Government. 

6. For the reasons given above, this Authority is unable to take up the representation in reference for final 
consideration. In the result, the case in reference is closed, as directed by the Government, for want of jurisdiction. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT./III//1V/143/2002/Exty.] 
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